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1. This office action is in response to paper No, 11, Amendment B, dated November 12, 
2003. Claims 37-45, 51, and 52 are presented for examination. Applicant argument has been 
fully but they are moot in view of the new ground of rejection. 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 37-45, 51, and 52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Cadden (U.S.Pat. No. 6,175,933, hereinafter Cadden) in view of Akizawa et al. (U.S.Pat. No., 
5,548,724, hereinafter Akizawa). 
As to claims 37, 42, 51, and 52 Cadden teaches: 

a requesting computer for submitting a request to transfer a data file (Fig.2, Machine 21 of FIG. 
2 includes a file transfer client 24, and machine 22 includes a file transfer server 26, which 
serves I/O requests for writing to and reading from an I/O device 27. It will be understood that 
I/O device may be a tape drive or a disk drive, or any I/O device having a storage media on 
which data may be stored, and which may be written to or read from. Records and recovery 
information are transferred between the file transfer client 24 and the file transfer server 26 over 
the transfer path 25, and col. See, Fig. 3a, item 100, client program initialize file transfer, col. 5, 
lines 46-57); 
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a managing computer for receiving the transfer request and for identifying the location of the 
data file (See Fig. 2, item 23, and managing distributed complex task executing within a 
computer environment, coL 4, lines 27-43)\ 

a source, identified as having the data file by the managing computer, for receiving transfer 
request from the managing computer and transferring the data file to a target location (See, Fig. 
2, item 22, file transfer server, Col 4, lines 4-12, and item 27, the I/O request for writing to and 
reading from an I/O device 27); and 

a target computer, corresponding to the target location, for receiving the transferred data file 
from the source computer (Fig. 2, item 21, machine 21, data being transferred, col. 4, lines 
20-26). 

While the reference of Cadden teaches of the source computer being an I/O device and says "I/O 
device may be a tape drive or a disk drive, or any I/O device having a storage media on which 
data may be stored, and which may be written to or read from" fails to teach of the source is a 
computer, consequently fails to explicitly teach of "the requesting computer, managing 
computer and target computer are separate and independent". However, the reference of 
Akizawa, in the same filed of endeavor, teaches of a file system where a specific file server 
among the plurality of servers to receive the request and receives a file transfer request, identifies 
the location of the data file, and/or passes the transfer request to that location (See, Akizawa, Fig. 
1, and col. 2, lines 66-68, continued on col. 3, lines 1-26, "in a file server system having a 
plurality of file servers connected in parallel on a network and sharing files installed 
distributedly in the file servers among a plurality of client computers, there are provided, in each 
of the plurality of file servers, a file storage means for storing files, a first communication 
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control means for controlling communication with another file server through the network and a 
file access control means for receiving a file access request and making file access to the file 
storage means, and on the other hand, there are provided further in addition to the above, in a 
specific file server among the plurality of file servers, a second communication control means 
for controlling communication with the client computer mentioned above, a remote file access 
processing means for administrating communication protocol of the file access request issued 
from the client computer, a load information monitoring means for measuring respective loads 
of the plurality of file servers, and a file access request distributing means for selecting a file 
server making file access from the plurality of file servers by referring to the loads measured by 
the load information monitoring means, issuing a file access request to the file access control 
means of its own file server when the selected file server is its own file server, and issuing a file 
access request to the file access control means of the selected file server through the first 
communication control means when the selected file server is another file server"). The 
MASTER FILE SERVER among the other file servers manage the receiving a file transfer 
request, identifies the location of the data file, and/or passes the transfer request to that location 
(See, Fig. 2, file management program, and the magnetic disk unit which could be the source 
file, element 27 in Cadden), for the reason that when access objective file of respective client 
computers are stored in separate file servers, it become possible to distribute load, thus improve 
the access throughput (See Akizawa, col. 1, lines 50-61). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for one ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the monitoring machine of Cadden with the master file server of Akizawa 
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for the reason that when access objective file of respective client computers are stored in separate 
file servers, it become possible to distribute load, thus improve the access throughput. 
It is worth mentioning that in this arrangement, the client computer (requesting computer), the 
master file server (managing computer), and the client computer (target computer, and source 
computer) are separate computers (as to the specific limitation of claims 37, and 42. 
Additionally, since the I/O device of Cadden is a Read/write device, it is a target when data is 
written to, and source when data is read form. 

As to claims 38 and 43 as it is well known in the art, in a file transfer system when the request 
file is a read file the location is a source and when the request is a write file the location is a 
target. In the system of Akizawa, client 10 requesting read file (say from file server 210, file 
storage 710), client 20 requesting a write file (say from file server 220, storage 720), master file 
server (managing computer), requesting computer (10, 20), managing computer (master file 
server), the source computer (target computer, file server 210), and target computer (file server 
220) are all separate computers. 

As to claims 39 and 44 and 45, in the system of Akizawa, when the client 10, request a read file, 
and client 20 and/Or 30 request a write file request, the source server (say, file storage 710, 
responding to the read file request) and target server (say, 720, responding to write request) and 
managing computer (master file server) are separate computers. 
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Per claims 40 and 41, when the request is a write file the client computer (request computer) and 
source computer are the same computer, and inversely, when the client request is a read file, the 
request computer and target computer are the same computer. 



As to claims 52, and 53, when the requesting computer is a write file request (client 10, has a 
write request) and therefore is a source computer, and the file server 210 (say into the file storage 
710) is the target computer, and the master file server 100 are separate computers. 



3. Applicant on page 6 of his REMARKS argues by substance: 

" Cadden does not disclose a managing computer, requesting computer, and target 
computer as recited in the claims, where these computers are separate and independent 
computers . 

Cadden discloses a system with three machines 21, 22, and 23, which may be individual 
computers (see FIG. 2, col. 3, lines 55-60). Machines 21, 22, and 23 respectively include a file 
transfer client 24, file transfer server 26, and monitor program 40 (see FIG. 2). Cadden discloses 
that the monitor program 40 communicates with the file transfer client 24 and the file transfer 
server 26 to access client monitor information (col. 4, lines 27-35). The monitor information 
includes the name of the file transferred, and other information regarding the file transfer (col. 4, 
lines 35-43). The Office Action equates the machine 23 of Cadden with the managing computer 
of claims 37 and 42. In contrast to claims 37 and 42, however, Cadden does not disclose that 
the machine 23 receives a file transfer request identifies the location of the data file, or 
passes the transfer request to that location . 

Cadden also discloses a file transfer procedure in Figures 3A to 3C and col. 5, line 47 to col. 6, 
line 49. This file transfer procedure appears to be between the client and server, i.e. between 
machines 21 and 22. In contrast to claims 37 and 42, however, this file transfer procedure does 
not indicate that machine 23 receives a file transfer request, identifies the location of the 
data file, or passes the transfer request to that location. 

Moreover, while the monitor program 40 of the machine 23 of Cadden accesses client monitor 
information and server monitor information (col. 4, lines 27-43), this information only suggests 
that the machine 23 monitors the file transfer between the machines and 22. The monitor 
information does not suggest that the machine 23 acts to receive a file transfer request, 
identify the location of the data file, or pass the transfer request to that location . For at least 
this reason, claims 37 and 42 are patentable over Cadden" [emphasis added not in original]. 
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In response, applicant attention is respectfully directed to the rejection 35 USC 103 over Cadden 
in view of Akizawa above. In response to the argument that Cadden does not teaches the 
machine 23 receives a file transfer request, identifies the location of the data file, to passes the 
transfer request to that location, it is submitted that the reference of Akizawa teaches of a 
managing computer (MASTER FILE TRANSFER) that identifies the location and passes the 
request to the location (See Akizawa, col. 2, lines 66-68, continued on col. 3, there are provided 
further in addition to the above, in a specific file server among the plurality of file servers, a 
second communication control means for controlling communication with the client computer 
mentioned above, a remote file access processing means for administrating communication 
protocol of the file access request issued from the client computer, a load information monitoring 
means for measuring respective loads of the plurality of file servers, and a file access request 
distributing means for selecting a file server making file access from the plurality of file servers 
by referring to the loads measured by the load information monitoring means, issuing a file 
access request to the file access control means of its own file server when the selected file server 
is its own file server, and issuing a file access request to the file access control means of the 
selected file server. 

3. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 
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4. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 



examiner should be directed to Majid A. Banankhah whose voice telephone number is (703) 
308-6903. A voice mail service is also available at this number. 

All response sent to U.S. Mail should be mailed to: 
Commissioner of Patent and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park Two, 2021 Crystal 
Drive, Arlington. VA, Six Floor (Receptionist). All hand-delivered responses will be handled 
and entered by the docketing personnel. Please do not hand deliver responses to the Examiner. 

All Formal or Official Faxes must be signed and sent to either (703) 308-9051 or 
(703) 308-9052. Official faxes will be handled and entered by the docketing personnel. The date 
of entry will correspond to the actual FAX reception date unless that date is a Saturday, Sunday, 
or a Federal Holiday within the District of Columbia, in which case the official date of receipt 
will be the next business day. The application file will be promptly forwarded to the Examiner 
unless the application file must be sent to another area of the office, e.g., Finance Division for 
fee charging, etc. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application should be 
directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-9600. 
Majid Banankhah J ^ 



02/09/04 




